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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

Claims 1, and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (a) as being anticipated by 
Katagishi (US et al. 200201 93926A1). 

With respect to claim 1 , With respect to claim 1 , Katagishi et al. an onboard 
apparatus mounted on a vehicle, which is the navigation apparatus (3) shown in figure 2 
of Katagishi et al., said the apparatus (3) comprises an onboard peripheral apparatus 
(2) for monitoring the failure of vehicle engine and electronic devices (see Kataghishi et 
al., page 2, paragraph 0028, lines 9-11). The onboard navigation apparatus (3) further 
includes a memory (34), which stores car/position information, manufacture ID, car ID, 
tracking data (see Katagishi et al, figure 2, memory 34). The onboard navigation 
apparatus (3) further includes a display device (37) as being connected with the 
controller (33) for displaying the data stored in the memory device (34) (Katagishi et al., 
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page 6, paragraph 56, lines 5-12). The display (37) displays the design information, for 
example, the manufacture ID read from the memory device (34) (Katagishi et al., figure 
2; page 6, paragraph 0056, lines 5-12). The controller (33) communicates with the 
memory (34) for display a vehicle information regarding to a vehicle, therefore, 
Katagishi inherently disclose a recognition means for recognizing a type of a vehicle, 
based on said vehicle information obtained by said obtaining means. 

With regard to claim 2, Kataghishi et al. disclose that the vehicle data transmitted 
from the peripheral apparatus (2) including the manufacturer of the failure parts 
(Kataghishi et al., pages 2 and 3, paragraph 0031). 

While patent drawings are not drawn to scale, relationships clearly shown in the 
drawings of a reference patent cannot be disregarded in determining the patentability of 
claims. See In re Mraz , 59 CCPA 866, 455 F.2d 1069, 173 USPQ 25 (1972). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter 
as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(f) or (g) prior 
art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Katagishi 
et al. (US 200201 93926A1) and in view of Yuhara et al. (US 20040 1 92 189A1). 

Katagishi et al. address the limitation of claim 1 , however, Katagishi et al. do 
not disclose a receiving means for receiving recall information and a determination 
means for determining whether or not the above vehicle is the vehicle to be recalled. 
Yuhara et al. disclose a vehicle system including a receiver (330) for wirelessly 
receiving vehicle data including the recall information (Yuhara et al., page 3, paragraph 
036., figure 3). The CPU (404) shown in figure 4 coupled to the receiver (330) for 
processing the received data from said receiver. Thus, the CPU (404) is inherently 
determining whether or not the vehicle is the vehicle to be recalled. And that the 
recalled information and other information are displayed via a user interface (334) 
(Katagishi et al., figure 4). 
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While patent drawings are not drawn to scale, relationships clearly shown in the 
drawings of a reference patent cannot be disregarded in determining the patentability of 
claims. See In re Mraz, 59 CCPA 866, 455 F.2d 1069, 173 USPQ 25 (1972). 

Hence it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the system of Katagishi et al. to include the 
teachings of Yuhara et al. to gain advantage therefore (i.e: the vehicle user is alert 
immediately after his (her) own vehicle has been recalled and thus, the user avoid bad 
suffering that may be caused from a failure of the recalled vehicle). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 12/23/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. The applicant admitted in his response the onboard navigation 
apparatus disclosed in the reference to Katagishi et al. lacks any teaching of a function 
setup information storage means for storing related said vehicle information and design 
information or function information and a display means for displaying design or function 
read from the function set up information storage means. It is not persuasive since the 
onboard navigation apparatus disclosed in Katagishi et al. includes a memory means 
(34) that stores variety of information that relates with an vehicle, for example, the 
memory (34) stores car/position information, manufacture ID, car ID, tracking data (see 
Katagishi et al, figure 2, memory 34). The onboard navigation apparatus (3) includes a 
display device (37) as being connected with the controller (33) for displaying the data 
stored in the memory device (34) (Katagishi et al., page 6, paragraph 56, lines 5-12). It 
is important to note that the onboard peripheral apparatus represented in the patent is 
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the recited obtaining means since it contains failure detector for monitoring the failure of 
engine and electronic devices (see Katagishi et al., page 2, paragraph 0028, lines 9-11). 
In addition, the controller (33) controls to display the vehicle information related to a 
vehicle via the display (37), therefore the controller (33) is clearly a recognition means 
that is able to recognize a type of a vehicle and then display vehicle related data via the 
display (37). 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, the examiner has 
found the combination of Katagishi et al. and Yuhara et al. provides the advantage for 
vehicle operator as the following: the vehicle user is alert immediately after his (her) 
own vehicle has been recalled and thus, the user avoid a possible accident that may be 
caused from a failure of a safety device of said vehicle. 

Conclusions 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuan C To whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-6985. 
The examiner can normally be reached on from 8:00AM to 5:00PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jack Keith can be reached on 571-272-6878. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/tc 

February 26, 2006 



